5io               DIVORCE AND ANNULMENT
married status of the other party who had remained an
Austrian national/24 and to consider unmarried an Austrian
Catholic woman who had changed to a foreign nationality,
obtained a divorce, and then resumed her Austrian citizen-
ship.225
The Tribunal of Amsterdam4*adjrecently to decide a case
which could be regarded-aa^a true prototype of a fraudulent
divorce.226 A Dutchman clandestinely acquired Estonian na-
tionality and, on the basis of a brief residence in Riga, obtained
a Latvian divorce from his wife under the rather scandalous
procedure of Latvia. The court acknowledged that the woman
had become an Estonian citizen without knowing it and
thereby was subjected to the law of that nationality. Fortu-
nately, the judges found jan older agreement of maintenance
which could be taken as-arbasis for allocating adequate com-
pensation to the wife. This rule also obtains in Brazil.227 *
An important limitation is contained in the Hague Con-
vention on Divorce (art. 7 in conjunction with art. 4). It may
be illustrated by the following example. Italian spouses ac-
quired Hungarian nationality and obtained a divorce in a
Hungarian court on the ground of desertion 5 the time of the
desertion was calculated by meluding-d^months during which
the parties still had been of Italian nationality. Recognition
was refused in Italy.228
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